From boatanchors@theporch.com Fri Jun 16 15:47:28 1995 
Date: Fri, 16 Jun 1995 10:47:28 -0500 

Message-Id: <199506161540.IAA27146@igc3.igc.apc.org> 
From: "Dick Dillman" <ddillman@igc.apc.org> 

Subject: (Fwd) Re: General Radio Wavemeter 


Several years ago I noticed new and strong signals at my office which was 
then near the entrance to the Golden Gate. These were in the 1 to 2kc/s 
range and had the characteristics of beacons. 


Oops, sorry fellas. Make that 1 - 2Mc/s. 


From boatanchors@theporch.com Fri Jun 16 12:43:11 1995 

Date: Fri, 16 Jun 1995 07:43:11 -0500 

Message-Id: <Pine.BSI.3.91.950616082818 .3952A-100000@laurel.us.net> 
From: "Tony Stalls (K4KY0O)" <ras@us.net> 

Subject: <didn't bother with a subject> 


Re: Hacked Command Sets 


On Thu, 15 Jun 1995, Henry van Cleef wrote: 

> If you guys are going to write nastygrams to Barry Wiseman, I'll 

Hank, 

What I object to are the implications of an article on hacking up vintage 
WW2 radio gear appearing in the most significant vintage amateur radio 
magazine. Some might read it and believe that it must be an OK thing to 
do. I doubt that most of us would agree that it is. 

A "nastygram" isn't what's called for, but those of us who object to this 
kind of "blasphemy" should give Barry feedback to let him know how we 
feel. I think he'll appreciate it. 

73, 


Tony 
K4KYO 


<ras@us.net> 


From boatanchors@theporch.com Fri Jun 16 14:26:35 1995 

Date: Fri, 16 Jun 1995 09:26:35 -0500 

Message-Id: <Pine.BSI.3.91.950616100948 .7002A-100000@laurel.us.net> 
From: "Tony Stalls (K4KY0O)" <ras@us.net> 

Subject: A/GRC-9 XMTR Fils 


I've tried using my A/GRC-9 on the air, but as the filaments on the 
transmitter don't come on until the PTT button is pressed, it takes a 
couple of seconds to come up to power. That has gotten this little 
peanut-whistle stepped on during the times I've unsuccessfully tried to 
check into the Saturday morning military net. If I can do the 
modification to the DY-88 to allow the transmitter fils to stay on 
easily, I want to try and sign on tomorrow. 


As I look at the DY-88 schematic, it appears that it's relay K-204 that puts 
power to the transmitter fils and a simple jumper between pins 3 and 5 

will do the job. However, before I do it, I thought I'd check and see if 
anybody else has dealt with this problem and knows a better way. 


Anybody? 
73, 


Tony 
K4KYO 


<ras@us.net> 


From boatanchors@theporch.com Fri Jun 16 15:21:16 1995 
Date: Fri, 16 Jun 1995 10:21:16 -0500 

Message-Id: <2FE1CB1E@smtpgate.rfc.comm.harris.com> 
From: "Gable, Edward M" <emg@rfpo2.rfc.comm.harris.com> 
Subject: Re: Alice's Valve shop 


You can get anything you want, 
in Larry's Bone Yard haunt." 
ar Os BA SLL SL LL SELL LL 

LaLaLa "Except for Larry..." 


LaLaLa ...."And there I was, sitting on the Group W Bench 
I mean...with the wierdest bunch of guys you'll ever see.. 
And they said "Kid...what a ya here for.." And I said 
"for QRM'ing Radio Moscow on 40 Meters" And they 

all slid away.... 

I added "Using a BC-610" And they all came back cheering 
and yelling, slapping me on the back and we had a good old 
time there on the Group W bench comparing 390's vs 390A's 


and the demise of NMN on CW...... when the Sergeant came 
up and said... 
acute aS KID..... Have you rehabilitated yourself ?" 


OK, guys, add more 


Ed K2MP@Rochester 
emg@rfc.comm.harris.com 


From boatanchors@theporch.com Fri Jun 16 15:50:39 1995 
Date: Fri, 16 Jun 1995 10:50:39 -0500 

Message-Id: <199506161543.LAA25998@altair.cs.unc.edu> 
From: Nick England <nick@cs.unc.edu> 

Subject: Re: Alice's Valve shop 


Somewhere in there are the 8x10 color glossy photos with the circuits 
and schematics on the back of each one... 


From boatanchors@theporch.com Fri Jun 16 15:42:27 1995 
Date: Fri, 16 Jun 1995 10:42:27 -0500 

Message-Id: <QLHRRRHKFYZM9S4MIE@RANDB.PPRD.Abbott.Com> 
From: KANAMAA%AMGATE%®MATRXA@randb.pprd.abbott.com 
Subject: ARC 5 mods - my .02 


From: Kana, Michael (D9CY) 

Date: Fri, Jun 16, 1995 10:39 AM 
Subject: ARC 5 mods - my .02 

To: bigboats 

Howdy all 


To mod vs not to mod vintage surplus gear will probably be a thread 
that will come up again and again. (Just save this little rant and 
open it again 3months/6months, a year from now....) 


As far as my set up goes, I have numerous ARC 5/SCR 274 sets. The 
unmoded ones will probably remain so with the exception of trying to 
replace the bathtub caps - even going so far as to take out the cap 
guts and replace them with new parts in the shell. 


On the other hand, I have two ARC 5 transmitters who were very 

tastefuly converted to 160 and 80m with power supplies built to 

high standards. Those will not be unconverted but will retain 

their ‘blue collar' status as working class rigs. (I like the blue collar 
phrase BTW). I have one ARC 5 receiver that was really converted 

beyond restoreability and I think I will completely rebuild it with 

new wireing and parts - otherwise it sits in the garage keeping 

the snow blower company. 


I have a tattered copy of the CQ command sets book and one conversion 
that caught my eye was the complete rebuilding of an ARC 5 set into 
a 19 inch rack mount. Talk about extreme conversion! 


As far as conversions go to later model gear, I dont have too much 

of a hang up with that. I have a really nice EAC R390A that will 

get the Rick Mish restoration job then I will probably send the audio 
deck to Bill K. for the ER mod. If I want the R390A to go back to 
original status, I can always slip in another audio deck. Ah, the 
joys of modularity! 


I guess the only time I might take apart an ‘original' piece of vintage 
WWII gear will be to get the variometer out of a BC375 LF tuning 

unit for my LOWFER station. (Unless someone happens to have a 
Variometer kicking about that they would like to dispose of or sell) 


73's de AAQIL 
Mike Kana 


From boatanchors@theporch.com Fri Jun 16 12:45:24 1995 

Date: Fri, 16 Jun 1995 07:45:24 -0500 

Message-Id: <Pine.BSI.3.91.950616083439 .3952B-100000@laurel.us.net> 
From: "Tony Stalls (K4KY0O)" <ras@us.net> 

Subject: Re: BA Aromas 


I once had a BC-1000 WW2 backpack transceiver (which incidentally went to 
Stan Tajima, JA1DNQ, when he was living in NJ) that had a manufacture date 
of April 1945 stamped on it. I had it for years and pretty much never did 
anything with it. Shortly before I gave it to Stan about 7 or 8 years 
ago, I opened the battery compartment and discovered that it apparently 


hadn't been exposed to the air much since it had been manufactured as the 
paint aroma was still present. Imagine smelling "fresh" WW2 paint in the 
1980's! Wow! :-) 


73% 


Tony 
K4KYO 


<ras@us.net> 


From boatanchors@theporch.com Fri Jun 16 13:14:15 1995 
Date: Fri, 16 Jun 1995 08:14:15 -0500 

Message-Id: <9506161310.AA00655@tomcat.adc.ray.com> 
From: wendler@tomcat.adc.ray.com (John Wendler) 
Subject: Boat Anchors Song Book 


It seems like there has been much discussion about 
songs based on music performed by Arlo Guthrie. I 
would like to propose a different tack... 


While the music of Mr. Guthrie is nice to listen to, 
it is still music that is meant for a single person 
to perform, rather than for whole groups to xsing* 


And then, there is that 1960's hippie connection. 
How xappropriate*x is that for a group of people 
devoted to equipment that mainly comes from an 
earlier area, and is mostly military in origin? 


I'd therefore like to propose that we examine various 
service anthems and WWII era hit songs as a 
more suitable basis for the Boat Anchors Song Book. 


Examples? 


Anchors are weight, my boys, Anchors are weight! 


In the mood... 

The floor is groaning! 
In the mood... 

The tubes are glowing! 
In the mood... 


The power's flowing! 


With a little more work, the BA group could end up with 
something that could be performed at hamfests and conventions... 


John 


From boatanchors@theporch.com Fri Jun 16 14:28:59 1995 
Date: Fri, 16 Jun 1995 09:28:59 -0500 

Message-Id: <9506161425 .AA00927@tomcat.adc.ray.com> 
From: wendler@tomcat.adc.ray.com (John Wendler) 
Subject: Re: Boat Anchors Song Book 


I have taken the liberty of forwarding Larry's comment here. 


I think that any of Larry's suggestions are appropriate, whether 
it is convention supper entertainment or pass out the 
xeroxed lyrics for a familiar melody... 


John 


From wOogh@ix.netcom.com Fri Jun 16 10:13:42 1995 
Date: Fri, 16 Jun 1995 07:12:45 -0700 

From: wOogh@ix.netcom.com (Larry Godek) 

Subject: Re: Boat Anchors Song Book 

To: wendler@tomcat.adc.ray.com 

Content-Length: 1196 


You wrote: 

>Is that like with a floor show or Quartet or just a sing-a-long type 
song? What a novel idea for a bunch of us. Kinda like our own 
National Anthem huh? 


>With a little more work, the BA group could end up with 
>something that could be performed at hamfests and conventions... 
> 

>John 

> 

> 


VV VV VV VV VV VV VV VV VV VV 


From boatanchors@theporch.com Fri Jun 16 14:37:39 1995 
Date: Fri, 16 Jun 1995 09:37:39 -0500 

Message-Id: <mOsMcCy-00003kC@next3.acme.ist.ucf.edu> 
From: clarke@acme.ist.ucf£.edu (Thomas Clarke) 

Subject: Re: Boat Anchors Song Book 


John wrote: 


>>And then, there is that 1960's hippie connection. 
>>How xappropriatex is that 


I replied 
>I would put the musical cut off at pre-Disco. 
John replied (I emailed him directly by accident) 


I admit to having my tongue firmly planted in 
my cheek while writing that note... You are 
several years older than me if you were doing 
duty in Vietnam; They killed draft registration 
just before I turned 18 in 1975. No arguments, 


DISCO SUCKS! 
>I got a Radiola 60 ... 


Good luck with the Radiola. I just got a ca. 1936 
Grunow that my mother in law remembers listening 
to Winston Churchill on. Some clean up anda 


gradual turn on to reform the electrolytics may 
be necessary here... 


Tom Clarke 
KE4VFH 


From boatanchors@theporch.com Fri Jun 16 14:40:18 1995 
Date: Fri, 16 Jun 1995 09:40:18 -0500 

Message-Id: <m0sMcD1-00003kC@next3.acme.ist.ucf.edu> 
From: clarke@acme.ist.ucf.edu (Thomas Clarke) 

Subject: Re: Boat Anchors Song Book 


John wrote: 


>And then, there is that 1960's hippie connection. 
>How xappropriatex is that for a group of people 


>devoted to equipment that mainly comes from an 
>earlier area, and is mostly military in origin? 


Hard to say. I suspect many of us came of age in 
that era. I for one listened to the White Album 
playing from hooches as I walked guard duty in 'Nam. 
"Maxwell's Silver Hammer" still brings back memories. 
(Any connection to James Clerk?) 


Looking ahead. I suspect the hobby will expand to 

include anything with discrete components. E.G. anything 
that is fixable without factory parts. I have some old 
Heath audio gear that is worthless now, but I suspect might 
appreciate as everything goes integrated. If you can 
identify the individual components, you can £1ix it. 


I would put the musical cut off at pre-Disco. 


Tom Clarke 
KEAVFH 


P.S. On a different thread. I got a Radiola 60 with 2.5 volt 
tubes and have just discovered how much 45s cost. I have 
been wondering if some "2" volt TV era tubes could be pressed 


into service. 2AF4s are good for a couple or three watts and 
would probably be happy with 2.5 volts on the heater. Wire a 
seven pin to a 4 pin plug and it wouldn't be original, but it 
would play, maybe. 


From boatanchors@theporch.com Fri Jun 16 14:59:18 1995 
Date: Fri, 16 Jun 1995 09:59:18 -0500 

Message-Id: <mOsMcYx-00003kC@next3.acme.ist.ucf.edu> 
From: clarke@acme.ist.ucf.edu (Thomas Clarke) 

Subject: Re: Boat Anchors Song Book 


All right. I have always thought that the Beatles songs 

were imminently singable and that if people of my age group 
sang, like my in-laws, they would be singing Beatles songs and 
Arlo Guthrie etc. 


Here are two attempts: 


(Tune of Lovely Rita Meter Maid) 


When I get older losing my hair, 
Many years from now. 

Will I still send code? 

Will I still dip load? 

Many years from now. 


Will I still be sending 


Out CG de 
Here we are using 
BC-453. 


(Tune of Maxwell's Silver Hammer) 


Bang bang Maxwells's Silver hammer 
Went up just like a bird 

Bang bang Maxwells silver hammer 
Made sure that he was heard 


I have to get back to work. 


Tom Clarke 
KEAVFH 


From boatanchors@theporch.com Fri Jun 16 12:26:49 1995 
Date: Fri, 16 Jun 1995 07:26:49 -0500 

Message-Id: <199506161229.HAAQO0224@wrdis01.robins.af.mil> 
From: lakeith@wrdis01.robins.af.mil (Larry Keith ) 
Subject: Bone Yard Blue Book 


Until Jack & Phil get the listproc squared away, if you need a copy of 
the BYBB, e-mail me. 


73, 
Larry Keith, KQ4BY 
lakeith@robins.af.mil 


From boatanchors@theporch.com Fri Jun 16 15:30:07 1995 
Date: Fri, 16 Jun 1995 10:30:07 -0500 

Message-Id: <9506161528 .AA17550@CS1.sequoia.com> 

From: "“davidk@sequoia.com" <davidk@CS1.sequoia.com> 
Subject: Common sense for Hacked Command Sets 


Treating all old radios as great works of art is silly. Some of the 
old radios were junk the day they were made and are still junk. There are 
radios that are good and were produced by the thousands. Cutting up a 
Viking II is not a big deal and for sure is not insulting future generations. 
Cutting up a Desk Kilowatt is something else. It would be a shame to see 
any more cut up. If I owned a KW1 I would do some mods on that from what I 
heard from previous owners. The originals are tough to keep running without 
continual arc'ing. I know of one that has extensive mods and sounds great. 
All the mods installed on that KW1 can be backed out so whats the harm? 
David Kirkpatrick N1RBM, Sequoia Systems, Marlboro, Ma 
davidk@sequoia.com 


From boatanchors@theporch.com Fri Jun 16 15:45:33 1995 
Date: Fri, 16 Jun 1995 10:45:33 -0500 

Message-Id: <SA39+LNOsja@hrlban1.alhra.af.mil> 

From: jmartin@hrlban1.aircrew.asu.edu 

Subject: Cost of type 45 tubes, Radiola 60 


Re: " I got a Radiola 60 with 2.5 volt 

tubes and have just discovered how much 45s cost. I have 
been wondering if some "2" volt TV era tubes could be pressed 
into service. 2AF4s are good for a couple or three watts and 
would probably be happy with 2.5 volts on the heater. Wire a 
seven pin to a 4 pin plug and it wouldn't be original, but it 
would play, maybe." 


The above method might work, but what is the mu, plate impedance, etc 

of a 2AF4? (I don't have my tube manual in front of me.) Wait a little longer 
and I suspect we will see the Russians or Chinese make 45s again; you 

won't need to go with the 7-pin adapter. I get a magazine called Glass Audio, 
and 45s seem to be a topic of interest to the hi-fi world as well for low power 
applications; the types of tubes made by the Russians for audio use are 
discussed fairly frequently in that publication. What would you have to pay 
for the two 45s you need? I have seen them at recent (within the last few 
months) antique radio swap meets for as low as $15 each. The Radiola 60 is 
historic in that it was the first mass-produced tabletop AC-powered superhet 
with single control tuning that RCA marketed (they made some earlier 
"light-socket-powered" floor monsters using DC-filament tubes, i.e. 99s, with 
dual thumbwheel tuning and battery eliminators in the bottom of the cabinet, 
but these had their problems, were made in limited numbers, and cost a 
comparative fortune in those days... gold-plated boat anchors). If it 
otherwise is in good shape, a pair of real 45s would be the right finishing 


touch to your Radiola 60. (Can you tell I like the antique, i.e. 1920s, sets?) 
R/ John Martin 


From boatanchors@theporch.com Fri Jun 16 13:56:55 1995 
Date: Fri, 16 Jun 1995 08:56:55 -0500 

Message-Id: <199506161353 .GAA12857@1x3.ix.netcom.com> 
From: wOogh@ix.netcom.com (Larry Godek) 

Subject: dark Sucker Theory 


Did I ever tell you guys the story about the "Dark Sucker Theory"? 


Larry WOOGH 


From boatanchors@theporch.com Fri Jun 16 14:55:41 1995 
Date: Fri, 16 Jun 1995 09:55:41 -0500 

Message-Id: <2FE1C50C@smtpgate.rfc.comm.harris.com> 
From: "Gable, Edward M" <emg@rfpo2.rfc.comm.harris.com> 
Subject: RE: dark Sucker Theory 


No, but we're listening 
++t+++++++4++ 
Did I ever tell you guys the story about the "Dark Sucker Theory"? 


Larry WOOGH 


From boatanchors@theporch.com Fri Jun 16 10:25:32 1995 
Date: Fri, 16 Jun 1995 05:25:32 -0500 

Message-Id: <9506160114.AA01015@mirage> 

From: mirage!pamars@uhura.neoucom.EDU (P.A.Marshall) 
Subject: GE whats-it 


I have been busy this afternoon, picking up another small load of Lab 
equipment. One item is a ‘scope’ of some sort, limited production, 

has a GE tag on the front panel, standard scope centering and pos. 
controls along w/ focus. But there are a fair number of strange controls 
as well. First only a single input via 1/4" jack, three selector switches 
labled 'filter', and in the lower center of the front panel four controls, 
two labeled RL, one labled RX and one labeled inductor, this last drives 

a variometer (air core, but quite a few turns). The tubes include a 6j7, 
6k7, some 5sk7s, and a few others. Many of the tubular caps have pre- 

war lables, ie orange spragues with the blue bar & triangle logo. My only 


guess is that it's some sort of bridge, but I have no idea as to why all 
this hardware was applied to a bridge, so I must be missing something 
major. Who can help me ID this thing, it realy looks neatly old. 


Al Marshall "Real Radios Glow in the Dark" almarshall@acm.org 


As nightfall does not come at once, neither does oppression. In both 

instances, there is a twilight when everything remains seemingly unchanged. 

And it is in such twilight that we all must be most aware of change in the 

air--however slight--lest we become unwitting victims of the darkness. 
Justice William 0. Douglas 


From boatanchors@theporch.com Fri Jun 16 06:12:28 1995 
Date: Fri, 16 Jun 1995 01:12:28 -0500 

Message-Id: <803285115.FOQ009@leotech> 

From: Peter.Ferrand@leotech.mv.com (Peter Ferrand) 
Subject: General Radio Wavemeter 


While we're on the subject of General Radio, I have 
a couple of General Radio microphones that need 
a new home... 


They're type 1560-PS with serial numbers only a 
couple apart, 2 3/8" x 1" at the widest cylindrical 
diameters, looks like stainless steel. Has XLR 
connector on the end. 


Condition is indistinguishable from new, with 
the protective plastic caps. Can't test them 
other than to talk into them and yes, there's 
an output. 


Have a use for these? I don't have a price, make 
an offer and they're yours. 


Call (603)889-1067 or e-mail. 
-Pete 


WB2QLL 
Nashua, NH 


* Origin: NETIS Public Access Internet (603)432-2517 (1:132/189) 


From boatanchors@theporch.com Fri Jun 16 13:37:55 1995 
Date: Fri, 16 Jun 1995 08:37:55 -0500 

Message-Id: <38101.ddillman@igc.apc.org> 

From: "Dick Dillman" <ddillman@igc.apc.org> 

Subject: Re: General Radio Wavemeter 


Regarding the above, I have a GR "Precision Wavemeter" model 724-A of 1945 
vintage. This beautiful item is packed flock-lined wooden case with the 
wavemeter and seven plug in coils giving a range of 16kc/s to 50Mc/s. 
Aluminum-backed calibration charts are also included. 


The meter itself is a work of art. It is essentially a cube about 12" ona 
side with the typical black GR front panel on a beautifully finished wooden 
box. Lifting out the panel reveals the precision gearing for the tuning 
arrangement. The entire box is copper lined. And yes, it smells great. 


I have actually used this beauty for a bit of detective work. 


Several years ago I noticed new and strong signals at my office which was 
then near the entrance to the Golden Gate. These were in the 1 to 2kc/s 
range and had the characteristics of beacons. They drove me nuts because I 
couldn't figure out what they were. On a trip to Florida I had occasion to 
be in the most sleazy motel you ever saw with the room crammed full of 
electronics (to surveil ballistic missile submarines - but that's another 
story). At a boring moment I tuned the non-BA HF receiver to the above 
frequencies - and there they were again! Now I was really getting worked 
up. Then, in one of those things that sometimes happens, I was given some 
documents on the Atlantic missile range to analyze. Sure enough, there was 
the explanation for the signals: LORAC, for Long Range Accuracy, a 
navigation system similar to LORAN. 


Now that I knew what I was listening to, the challenge was to find the 
transmitters back home in San Francsico. With the Sony ICF-2010 tuned to 
the beacon frequency, off I went around the Gate in my '64 Volvo. The 
bleeps got louder as I approached a suspicious tower, eventually finding 
its twin south of the Gate. 


But to make sure I had my target, I employed the 724-A. Powering it with a 
made-up battery pack, I coupled it to the ground radials of the suspect 
tower which extended out beyond the fenced enclosure. Sure enough, every 
time the '2010 sounded off, the 724-A meter jumped. 


Case closed, another mystery solved by Obsessive Man! 


The LORAC towers disappeared just as mysteriously as they arrived about two 
years ago. 


Dick Dillman 
"Tf I Can Lift It I'm Not Interested" 
<ddillman@igc.apc.org> 


From boatanchors@theporch.com Fri Jun 16 13:42:02 1995 
Date: Fri, 16 Jun 1995 08:42:02 -0500 

Message-Id: <2A1DB26428AQ@s1.xetron. com> 

From: "Jack Giehl" <JACKG@s1.xetron.com> 

Subject: Re: Hacked Command Sets 


Dear BA enthusiasts, 


I couldn't help but comment on making modifications to older 
gear such as the Command sets. 


When I became a novice, I bought a Command transmitter from 

my high school. I had no power supply and no power connector 
that was needed to connect to the back of the transmitter. I 
wired up directly a power supply I made from old tv set parts. 

I also had to make a crystal oscillator for the Novice bands and 
wire it in to the vfo stages. 


What was I supposed to do with the Command transmitter, 

put it on a shelf and look at it until I acquired the appropriate 
power supply and General class license? Of course not, I 
modified it so that I could USE it as my Novice transmitter. 


Part of the ham radio experience is building and modifying 
equipment, IMHO. Almost every piece of ham equipment I own 
has been modified by me to make improvements of one kind or 
another. I have even modified my Kenwood 733A dual bander's 
microphone audio amp circuitry because the transmit audio 
quality was severely clipped and band limited. 


I have a Johnson Valiant transmitter that had really bad audio. 
I put the W6BM audio mod in it from ER. Wow!!! What a 
difference! If I use a D-104 on the Valiant the audio is 
comparable to my Johnson Ranger. When I use my CBS 

Volumax fed into the phone patch jack on the Valiant, it 

sounds like a broadcast transmitter. If I had left the Valiant 
in stock condition, I would NEVER use it because of the 

poor audio quality. 


I make modifications such that they can be removed 
and the equipment restored back to original if desired. 


I certainly would not drill a hole through the front panel 
of my 75A4 or KWS1! 


Ok, I'm stepping off of the soap box now, and I'm ducking.... 


Jack 


Jack, WB8BFS 
jackg@xetron.com Loveland, Ohio (near Cincinnati) 


From boatanchors@theporch.com Fri Jun 16 14:35:37 1995 
Date: Fri, 16 Jun 1995 09:35:37 -0500 

Message-Id: <Pine.3.89.9506152202 .A7418-0100000@hamp> 
From: Albert S Woodhull <aswNS@hamp.hampshire.edu> 
Subject: Re: Hacked Command Sets 


On Thu, 15 Jun 1995, Henry van Cleef wrote: 
> I am not sure what all the shouting is about re the command sets. 


Right on, Henry. The ARC-5s and most of the other h.£ transmitting gear 
from the WW2 era was obsolete by the time I got into ham radio, in the 
50's. If you look at the handbooks from that era you will not find 
examples of vfos directly driving 100 watt finals. I don't think very 
many hams put ARC-5 transmitters on the air without serious modifications. 
To me the "classic" ARC-5 transmitter is not one ready to be installed 

in a 1943 airplane, it is one modified to the standards of "good amateur 
practice" as of the late 50's or early 60's. 


I appreciate classics as much as anyone, and I wouldn't hack up a Super 
Skyrider. But a radio built in the 40's to the technical standards of the 
30's isn't my idea of a classic. There is a reason those things were being 
sold for $3.95 in 1955. 


73, Al NAW 
awoodhull@hampshire. edu 


From boatanchors@theporch.com Fri Jun 16 15:12:27 1995 
Date: Fri, 16 Jun 1995 10:12:27 -0500 

Message-Id: <199506161511.LAA11633@ccO1du.unity.ncsu.edu> 
From: rdkeys@unity.ncsu.edu 

Subject: Re: Hacked Command Sets 


On Thu, 15 Jun 1995, Henry van Cleef wrote: 
> I am not sure what all the shouting is about re the command sets. 


Right on, Henry. The ARC-5s and most of the other h.f£ transmitting gear 
from the WW2 era was obsolete by the time I got into ham radio, in the 
50's. If you look at the handbooks from that era you will not find 
examples of vfos directly driving 100 watt finals. I don't think very 
many hams put ARC-5 transmitters on the air without serious modifications. 
To me the "classic" ARC-5 transmitter is not one ready to be installed 

in a 1943 airplane, it is one modified to the standards of "good amateur 
practice" as of the late 50's or early 60's. 


VV VV VV VV VV VV VV WV 


I have to take some issue with this since I have been running ARC-5 

rigs on the air since hector was a pup (or was that I was a novice, 

or something like that). Anyway I have been using them quite effectively 
AS-IS for some 25 years, now, and for a 55 year old rig design, 

they DO perform rather well, when properly run AS-IS. The problem that 

I have found is that hams have a tendency to wanna muck around with 

the innards and MOD things to pieces, like meeces. Usually, ham mods 

are worse design-wise that original specification design, a few exceptions 
here and there on cheap commercial stuff noted. 


In the case of the ARC-5, the majority of the problems that I have found 
regarding stability center around two minor details. 1) the keying 
relay underneath the chassis is almost invariably set to key both the 
oscillator and the plate circuits simultaneously. A very slight relay 
arm adjustment to make the oscillator key first and the finals key 
second and it keys quite well thereafter. 2) the roller inductor 
rolling contact and end contacts invariably get corroded up with age, 
and need careful cleaning to insure good contact under load (without 
that good contact, the load varies considerably and will sometimes 
pull the oscillator slightly. Sometimes the final tank rotating link 
suffers the same problem, but not as often. 


Hence, without modification, and running quite stock, they perform 
rather well and compare with any vacuum tube rig of the WWII or later 
tube era. They are quite up to the amateur standards of the 40's 

and 50's (and later). 


The biggest problem was not with the unit itself, but with the hams 
making mods and not understanding HOW to properly run the sets. 


I appreciate classics as much as anyone, and I wouldn't hack up a Super 

Skyrider. But a radio built in the 40's to the technical standards of the 
30's isn't my idea of a classic. There is a reason those things were being 
sold for $3.95 in 1955. 


VV VV 


The design is as solid as a rock, technically. On 160 and 80 meters, 
the vfo's are indistinguishable from a transistor vfo. On 40 meters, 
the vfo's just barely have a slight trace of chirp if the power supply 
is not quite stable. Most ham power supplies of the 50's and 60's 
were not as stable as they should have been, hence some folks fault 
the transmitter when they should be faulting their poorly designed 
hackneyed ham-cheapie power supply. 


It is a classic that redefined radio design in the WWII era, although 
it was quickly replaced by VHF to keep the Germans from intercepting 
the HF frequencies. It was made by the thousands, and that is good 
for us late model boatanchorites. 


The reason that it dropped in price to $3.95 was that a) hams wanted 

more power (from 25 watts to the usual 75-90 watt comparable ham rig) 

and b) ssb came along (if you bought a Central Electronics rig you usually 
converted the ARC-5 to drive the CE-10 or CE-20). With fewer and fewer 
hams and thousands of ARC-5's in surplus, they could only drop in price. 
That is NOT a fault of the design of the rig. 


Note that if you push the ARC-5 beyond its design specifications, you 
WILL most likely run into chirp etc., problems unless you have a VERY 
stable power supply. Remember that the rig was conservatively rated 
at 12-25 watts output. Hams trying to get 150 watts out of it are 

a bit stupid, although I must admit, in my unknowing and testy novice 
days I was known to push 900 volts on an ARC-5 once or twice. The 
rig survived, but, because I did not know then what I was doing, it 
had a rather pronounced chirpy-chirpy-chop-chopy-cheep on keying. 

Now mine run just fine on 500-550 volts, where they should be running. 


> 
> 73, Al NiAW 
> awoodhull@hampshire. edu 


73/Bob/NA4G.... a bit testy this morning..... oh well..... (2444.0... 


From boatanchors@theporch.com Fri Jun 16 15:44:20 1995 
Date: Fri, 16 Jun 1995 10:44:20 -0500 

Message-Id: <PMX-TERM-2.02-bsm2ee1-thaake-274> 

From: thaake@bsm2ee1.attmail.com (thaake) 

Subject: RE: Hammarlund S-Meter 


RE: Hammarlund S-Meter 
Grant NQ5T 


Have you tried Robert Fowle yet for the S-Meter?? 

I just ordered a RF/Pwr switch control for my HQ-180 from him. Been 
looking for the individual parts to build/repair my own now for 3 years. 
He had one. I understand he specializes in Hammarlund parts. 


Robert Fowle 

Amateur Radio Surplus 
1215 Winifred 
Jackson, Michigan 
49202-1946 

Phone: 517-789-6721 


Tim WAOTSY 
thaake@bsm2ee1.attmail.com 


From boatanchors@theporch.com Fri Jun 16 15:49:08 1995 

Date: Fri, 16 Jun 1995 10:49:08 -0500 

Message-Id: <199506161538.LAAQ8673@gatekeeper.ddp.state.me.us> 
From: afpgreg@gatekeeper.ddp.state.me.us (Paul V. Gregory) 
Subject: Re: Historical BA Haunts 


Dick, 

Anybody who fondly recalls prowling about TriBeca for boat anchors, 
sniffs BC-611s for pleasure, and breaks and enters in the name of BA history 
is OKAY in MY book! 

Are you aware of any historical sites in Northern New England or 
Maritime Provinces worthy of an expedition? I would like to gain a better 
historical perspective on our fine hobby. Of course there's plenty of funky, 
contemporary stuff going on here in Maine--USAF over the horizon radar, VLF 
submarine communications--but I have enough sense not to crawl under fences 
around these places! (Actually the OTHR antenna is quite approachable in a 


bluebery barren, but it lacks j'ne sais quais.) 

The best I've done was Marconi Hill overlooking St. John, 
Newfoundland. Not to belittle the old boy's accomplishment, but WHAT A QTH! 
Radio Luxembourg (in French) and several unidentified German and 
Germanic-speaking stations were blasting in on my Chevy's A.M. radio that 
evening. I was grateful the fillings in my teeth were well grounded. 

--Paul 


From boatanchors@theporch.com Fri Jun 16 12:04:00 1995 
Date: Fri, 16 Jun 1995 07:04:00 -0500 

Message-Id: <199506161202.AA08593@shore.shore.net> 
From: Michael Crestohl <mc@shore.net> 

Subject: LOOKING FOR: CLEAN COLLINS KWM-1 


Hello Filament Friends! ! 


I wonder if any of you would happen to have a Collins KWM-1 (working or not) 
kicking around you'd want to see go to a good home. I had one of these in 
the late sixties and swapped it for another Collins rig (which I still have!) 
I'd like to get another, preferably cosmetically excellent. It is for my 
personal use, especially for the next high sunspot cycle that will be with 

us on a few years. Let me know what you have and maybe we can make a deal! 


Cordially, 


Michael Crestohl, KH6KD/W1 
mc@shore.net 


From boatanchors@theporch.com Fri Jun 16 15:07:54 1995 
Date: Fri, 16 Jun 1995 10:07:54 -0500 

Message-Id: <39946.owen@apollo.eeel.nist.gov> 

From: "James C. Owen, III" <owen@apollo.eeel.nist.gov> 
Subject: RE: Power Line- House Purchase Question 


In message Thu, 15 Jun 1995 09:54:06 -0519, 
smithson@lafayette.wireline.slb.com (Tony Smithson) writes: 


> I posted this in rec.radio.amateur.misc & antennas. Thought I'd post here 
> as well: 

> 

> 

>>Thanks for reading this. I am considering buying a house not too far out 
>> in the country but not in the city. The house is new construction. 


>> Next to the lot on which the house sits is a large high tension power 
>> line. I don't know the voltage but there are 3 parallel poles with 6 
>> pairs of wires (additional ground wires as well.) 

>> 

>> 

Sounds like medium voltage feeders. Feeds the transformers that feeds the 
local distribution line to your house transformer. Not as bad as the HV 
cross country lines but noisey. 


>> The power line is about 300 feet from my potential antenna site and 

>> over 75 feet high. (I am far enough away that I can put a 75' tower up 
>> and not fear it falling on the power line.) 

>> 

>> 

>> What I would like to know is, other than the potential line noise, what 
>> will be the effects on reception? Will the power line hurt me much on 
>> HF? How much? 

>> 


You will have noise, how much is hard to tell without taking a receiver to 
the site. Probably woun't bother you on 75 and 40 meters, but I bet you 
will lose a lot of weak contacts on 20 meters and up, to say nothing of 
being aggravated every time you hear it. You don't NEED this stress. 


>> 

>> I'm sure someone out there has experience living near a power line such 
>> as this and your input would be appreciated (before I buy a house that 
>> puts me off the air. 

>> 

My rule of thumb is; if you can see it, its too close. This is true for the 
really high voltage cross country feeders 250KV and up and somewhat less 
true for the medium voltage (3kv) feeders. The distriubtion lines (1800 volt 
or whatever they are) have to be put up with unless you're going solar. 

I have a medium voltage line about half-mile from my house. Generally no 
problem until I point the beam toward them, then from no audible noise the 
S-meter goes to S2 and its VERY annoying. 

My advice--Look elsewhere--You'll have enough trouble through the years with 
leaky insulators on the local distribution line and maybe electric 

fences, both of which can be fixed. The higher voltage problems are much 
harder to get corrected. 

James C. Owen, III 

National Institute of Standards & Technology (NIST) 

Bldg 225/B360 

Gaithersburg, MD 20899 

1-301-975-5623 


From boatanchors@theporch.com Fri Jun 16 15:18:11 1995 
Date: Fri, 16 Jun 1995 10:18:11 -0500 

Message-Id: <40548.owen@apollo.eeel.nist.gov> 

From: "James C. Owen, III" <owen@apollo.eeel.nist.gov> 
Subject: RE: Power Line- House Purchase Question 


In message Thu, 15 Jun 1995 09:54:06 -0519, 
smithson@lafayette.wireline.slb.com (Tony Smithson) writes: 


> 

> 

>>Thanks for reading this. I am considering buying a house not too far out 
>> in the country but not in the city. 


An additional thought--sorry for the bandwidth--check the COVENANTS that the 
builder puts on the house. You NEVER want to buy a house that has a covenant 
that does not allow OUTSIDE ANTENNA's. You just can not overcome this 
resistriction since YOU signed an agreement NOT to install antenna's. It 
might also be good to check any zoning, but zoning is usually not to hard to 
overcome. Remember PRB-1 does NOT effect covenants. 


73 Jim K4CGY 

James C. Owen, III 

National Institute of Standards & Technology (NIST) 
Bldg 225/B360 

Gaithersburg, MD 20899 

1-301-975-5623 


From boatanchors@theporch.com Fri Jun 16 15:41:05 1995 
Date: Fri, 16 Jun 1995 10:41:05 -0500 

Message-Id: <"Macintosh */PRMD=MOT/ADMD=MOT/C=US/"@MHS> 
From: William_Sievers-LWS005@email.mot.com 

Subject: RE: Power Line- House Purchase Question 


Something else to consider: Even if the Covenant/Zoning issues are not 
important in this case, you may regret this location later since even if you 
check out the sight with a radio now, the noise situation could deteriorate 
later as time goes on (rain, etc). 


If it was me, I would NOT buy at this location since it sounds just too 
uncertain for a stable (noise-wise) antenna site. 


13% 


Bill Sievers 


>>Thanks for reading this. I am considering buying a house not too far out 
>> in the country but not in the city. 


An additional thought--sorry for the bandwidth--check the COVENANTS that the 
builder puts on the house. You NEVER want to buy a house that has a covenant 
that does not allow OUTSIDE ANTENNA's. You just can not overcome this 
resistriction since YOU signed an agreement NOT to install antenna's. It 
might also be good to check any zoning, but zoning is usually not to hard to 
overcome. Remember PRB-1 does NOT effect covenants. 


73 Jim K4CGY 

James C. Owen, III 

National Institute of Standards & Technology (NIST) 
Bldg 225/B360 

Gaithersburg, MD 20899 

1-301-975-5623 


